etc.), and using the same mechanism to handle Dissimilation (Walker 2000 , Bennett 2013 . Using recent advances in the understanding of formal OT typologies (Alber, et al. 2015) , this talk analyzes the typologies of three ABCD systems, as a step towards a generalized solution to how any combination of ABCD systems can interact.
novel types of interactions emerge from the interaction of the constraints used in the analysis of two distinct correspondence-driven patterns.
(1) CON The typologies of systems 2rt-vlessdiss and 2rt-sibharm offer an extremely small range of choices. For example: system 2rt-sibharm has 4 constraints, and therefore 4!=24 total orders, yet these fall into only four sets producing distinct combinations of input-output mappings. These 4 languages can be characterized as a single 4-way choice, illustrated in (2).
(2) Typology of 2rt-sibharm illustrated Sibilants are Faithful Unfaithful Correspondence Non-correspondence Though these grammars share some extensional characteristics (e.g. faithfulness, or correspondence), there is no common structure between any of the rankings: none share any ERCs, because the choice of pattern is determined solely by the constraint on the bottom. This essential 4-way choice is a basic feature of ABCD systems in general. (The 2rt-vlessdiss typology make the same distinctions, modulo a gap straightforwardly due to GEN).
The more complex typology of 2rt2f contains both of its simpler progenitors. Inputs with two sibilants show precisely the same range of choices in 2rt2f as they do in 2rt-sibharm, and inputs with two voiceless Cs show exactly the same 3-way choice as in 2rt-vlessdiss. This generalizes to an important conclusion: if ABCD constraint systems freely interact, the distinctions from the typologies of each sub-system recur in the combined typology.
Free combinability of the properties from 2rt-vlessdiss and 2rt-sibharm explain most of the patterns in the typology of 2rt2f. The novel interactions that emerge are distinguished only by differences in where the same basic 4-way choice can be made. For instance, CC•EDGE can spur dissimilation of sibilants as well as voiceless Cs. So, while dissimilation in 2rt-sibharm can arise only between disagreeing sibilants (i.e. just where correspondence would violate CC•IDENT), 2rt2f allows a further choice: sibilant dissimilation can apply just to disharmonic sibilants, or to any sibilants in different syllables. This interaction is formalized as the emergence of an additional intensional typological property (in the sense of Alber et al. 2015) , whose values reflect a choice of which constraint drives the dissimilation.
